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Th MAILING DATE of this communication appears on th cover sheet with the correspond nee address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication, 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)E<] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10-7-02. 10-11-02. and 10-28-02 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 43-76 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) ^3 Claim(s) 43-47 and 65-76 is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 48-64 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) CJ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 4JI ■ 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC * 102 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action 



2. Claims 57-59 and 61-64 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by copending application 09/158,308 which has a common 
inventor with the instant application. 

Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the copending application, it would 
constitute prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), if patented. This provisional rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) is based upon a presumption of future patenting of the copending application. 

This provisional rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a 
showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the copending 
application was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by 
another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

This rejection may not be overcome by the filing of a terminal disclaimer, In re Bartfeld, 
925 F.2d 1450, 17 USPQ2d 1885 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC 6 103 

3. Claims 48-56 and 60 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being obvious over copending application 09/158,308 which has a common inventor 
with the instant application. 

Claim 48, 09/158,308 does not teach calendering for cutting; and f claim 60, 
09/158,308 does not teach a blower system for removal. 

It is known to calender an endless web to keep tension within the web and to use a 
blower system to ensure removal of particle cutting waste, and for these reasons it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
provided in 09/158,308 calendering the continuous cardstock for cutting and a blower system 
for removal. 

New limitation in claim 48: The limitation that the edge defining a printer infeed end is 
an intended use limitation of the product made by the claimed method which does not provide 
a patentable distinction between the pending claims and the applied prior art. 
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Art Unit 1734 

Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the copending application, it would 
constitute prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) if published or patented. This provisional rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is based upon a presumption of future publication or patenting of the 
conflicting application. 

This provisional rejection might be overcome either by a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 
that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the copending application was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another/ 1 or by a showing of a date 
of invention for the instant application prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the copending 
application under 37 CFR 1.131. For applications filed on or after November 29, 1999, this 
rejection might also be overcome by showing that the subject matter of the reference and the 
claimed invention were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same person or 
subject to an obligation of assignment to the same person. See MPEP § 706.02(I)(1) and § 
706.02(l)(2). 



4. Claims 43-47 and 65-76 are allowed. 



5. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, Applicant's reply must either comply 
with all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not complied with. See 
37 CFR 1.111(b) and MPEP § 707.07(a). 



6. The comments filed 10-11-02 have been fully considered. This Office action is non-final 
in that the Office action of 6-4-02 inadvertently did not address the limitation of claim 18, now 
part of claim 57. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this or earlier communications should be directed Linda L. Gray 
at 703-308-1093, 6:30am-4:00pm, M-F. The examiner's supervisor, Richard Crispino, can be 
reached on 703-308-3853. Any general inquiries should be directed to the receptionist at 703- 
308-0661. The fax numbers are 703-305-7718 (before final) and 703-872-9311 (after final). 
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